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90 with beten ind en to the ditch of my leifire bots than the 
Perſon, by whoſe Favour enjoy them, and who is allow'd a good 
Judge of the Controverſy I have preſum'd ta dip into. 
| For 'tis not neceſſary that'a Man in order to Think and Reaſon juſt- 
ly, would make his Tohr through the Sciences; I am entirely of Ciceros Opinion, 
that a natural. Force of Mind Is far ſuperior to all the Advantages of human Learn- 
ing without it. I Ay 
1. Not to trouble 50n with the farther Ceremony of: an Introduftion, accept, Sir, 
with your uſual Candor, the Remarks I am going to make and addreſs to you on the 
Two late Sermons, ſaid to be publifh'd by the Biſhop of Salirbury ; but with all due 
. d to a Character which I deſire to preſerve a higher Veneration for, than has 
bow own by ſoine Perſons who haye had the Honour to bear it. 
begin with fir of theſe Sermons (if thoſe be really his Sermons that go 
1 tis Name) on the Fifth of November. The Deſign of it is to eftabliſh a Do- 
ctrine he has ſo much at Heart, that tis not known how far Moderation may be 
provoked, if the World cannot be brought to receive it. 
Lon u ill conglude without more ado, that 1 mean the Doctrine of Refiſtance . 
oppaſition.to. which, a juſt Zeal for the Church, for Her Majefty, for the Civil 
ſtitution, for the Proteſtant Sucgeffion and — Honour of the Revolution, 2 on- 
gag'd me in this Undertaking, ** © 72 #2205000. 00/4 nog) 6 5 
The Proteftant Succeſſion and the Honour of the Revolution! Why. theſe * the 
very grounds from which al the Axtillery againſt Her Majeſty's Hereditary Title 25 
the Doftrine of. the Church is rt 1 if you pleaſe to bave a little Patience, I 
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we they can have no 51 AIR 

Right to do any thing, mprbe⸗ 

but the Execution of the Law belag lg in dieren, the She en have | no ſect 

Right. This ſeems as demonftrahle as that twice Two "make Four. 

There are but two other Conſiderations out of which this Right of Reſiſtance can 

 be.ſuppo$'d to arile ; either it muſt tbe d derived from the Law of Nations, or from the 
5. Jane 7 People may tell us that we have the Examples of many Ages and Nations, 

and particularly ſeveral Revolutions in our 1 55 to juſtify the Reſiſtance of Princes 

when they break in upon the Laws and Liberties of bf the People. In ſuch Caſes we 


dave Frece deni for * for Depoſug, for Barer of Frinces. But 10 this 
Bu- 


„„ | 
Argument prove any thing-it proves too much; it will authoriſe Reſiſtance, not only 
againſt Princes who endeavour an intire Subverſion of the Laws, to which Gaſe the 
Author would be thought to limit the Privilege of Reſiſtance, but againſt Princes 
who rule tolerably well; nay againſt the beſt and wiſeſt of Princes; for there may be 
Errors even in the Government of ſuch. This Argument will prove farther, that the 
Perſon of the Prince is not ſacred and inviolable, but may on occaſion be cut in pieces. 
The Authority. therefore of Example cannot be urged in this Caſe; all that can 
be concluded from it is, that Nature is ſometimes apt to Rebel againſt Prineiple; a 
Conclufion, I'm perſuaded, will not be diſputed. | | 
The Law of Nations and common Cuſtom, had the Doctrine of Refiftance any real 
Foundation in it, are a good Rule to us, where we are under no antecedent Obligation, 
but are left at Liberty to act, or not to act, upon prudential Motives; in ſuch Caſes we 
may follow the general Practice of the World, without being oblig d to give any other 
Reaſon for it. But that this is not our Caſe, will appear more particularly, when I come 
to conſider how far the Reſiſtance of a Tyrant may be juftified by the Law of Nature. 
6. Only give me leave, by the way, to obſerve to you an uſeful Improvement that 
may be made of this Plea for Rebellion, from Example and Precedent. . 3 
The Republicans, or what you pleaſe to call them, pretend that upon the Principle 
of abſolute Non - Reſiſtance, we ſhould in a few. Years haye no Haymaking, nor Har- 
veſt; that the whole Race of Mankind in a Succeſſion of two or three Tyrants, in their 
ſeveral Dominions, might be ſwept away by a Deluge of Blood, as it was of old, 
excepting ſome few Perſons that were left. by a Deluge of Water. wh 
Now in order to ſuppoſe this, we muſt firſt deftgoy what indeed Men of Intriegue 
are commonly the leaſt diſpos'd to take into their looſe Meaſures, the Belief of a Provi- 
dence: And. then tis granted, whether Subjects ought in ary Caſe to reſiſt the Sove · 
reign, will be a Queſtion of no Conſequence; for whatever they ought to do we may 
conclude, ſetting alide the belief of a Providence, what in a Caſe where they find 
themſelves pinch'd, they certainly will do. 93 
But what I would chiefly obſerve is, That this Pretence of the general Devaſtation 
Which the Doctrine of Nen-Refiftance is bringing upon the Earth. is directly overthrown 
by the Precedents we are ſo often told of, and whichare alledg d to prove, that Men 
| have in all Ages and Nations found Means one way or other, to ſhake off the Yoke of 
Tyranny... Now what has been may be, notwithſtanding any receiy'd Principte to 
the contrary; for Men, as was obſery'd. before, do not always act by Principle. 
Even in this Sermon, p. 53. that we are reckon'd to have increas'd four Times more 
in Number. than we were at the Time of the Reformation; and yet there is ſcarce 4 


- 


Matter of Fa& in the World more evident, than that the Doctrine of Non · Reſiſtance 
kas been the avow d Doftrine both of the Church and. State ſince the Reformation: 
How then is this ſuch a dead-doing depopulating Doctrine? 48 
Tis true, there have been ſome Praftices in former Reigns contrary to this Doctrine? 
and tis to be fear'd may be again, if a ſtop be not put to the open Inſults that are made 
on the Rightsof the Crown: But tis not ſo clear that thoſe Practices were engag d in 
by every Body upon Principle, there is reaſon to belieye they were not; And cer- 
tainly thoſe who make an honorary and ingenuous acknowledgment, that the could 
make a falſe Step, deſerve. much greater Applauſe than they, who are-reſolv d te 
maintain an Error. at any: rate. ge4 +4 eo er tld ecz AS 

So that whilſt a divine Providence governs the World.; whilft God can make uſe of 
the Wickedneſs of Men to effect the Deſigns of his Providence, without being the Au- 
| thor of their Sins, and whilft there are wicked Men in the World, that do not always 
act upon Principle; Non-Reſiftance.does not ſeem.to, threaten ſo general an extirpa* 
tion of Mankind as ſome would ha ve it thought. Nur 
7. Lam to conſider in the next place, whether the Law of Nature may be any 
way ſeryiceable to this Theory of Reliſtance ;; in which ic is an avow'd 9 — 
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5 3 
Subſekts Are bound by the Laws of the Conftitution; "Tis upon this foot we are told, 
on another Occaſion, that the Primitive Chriſtians did not reſiſt, becauſe they bad no 
Laws in their favour, but many agtinſt tbem; that is, many human or poſitive Lads a- 
gainſt them. For as to the Law of Nature, it declar'd as much for them as for other 
People. Does it not follow undeniable from hence, that in the Opinion of the B-— of 
S— the Meaſures of Civil Subjection are not to be determin'd by our Natural, hut by 
our Legal Rights. So that where the Laws of the State guard the Prince from Reſi- 
tance, the Plea of reſifting him from the Law of Nature is out of Doors, except 
perhaps you will ſay, that Legal Rights belong only to the People. 

8, Now this is the Caſe of the good People of Great · Britain, they have no Law for 

reſiſting the Prince$ſhould he endeavour to ſubvert their Liberties ; and tis better, all 
things conſider d, that they have not: Were there any ſuch Law we ſhould have been 
ſure either here or elſewhere to have heard of it ; but there is no ſuch Law, nor any 
thing like it, nor any provifionary Clauſe in the Laws to this purpoſe. But there are 
many Laws which make it treaſonable in the Subject, let the Pretence be what it will, 
to reſiſt, or even to teach the Doctrine of Reſiſtance; let them who teach it (if I 
may ſpeak in the Language of this Sermon) be who they will. 
9. So that in Truth the main Queſtion ſeems to lie here; not, whether the Sub- 
jets of Great-Britain have in Fact diſclaim'd all Right of Reſifting the Prince, in any 
. Caſe, or upon any Pretence whatever; not, whether we have any ſtanding Laws which 
make all levying War againſt the Prince treaſonable, and put the ſole Power of the Sword 
into his Hands z but whether ſuch Laus, and the Conſent we have given to them, are not 
ſo many Nullities. For if the Law of Nature be fuperior to all human Compacts, all ſuck 
Compacts are,ipſo fatto, void, when they come in competition with our natural Rights. 


10. But this way of Reaſoning will again prove too much: For if we cannot is 


certain Caſes, depart from our natural Rights, there is an end of all Law and Govern- 


ment at once. *Tis plain from the Confeſſion of thoſe who would be thought the great 


Advocates for the Natural Rights of Mankind, that we may in certain Caſes ſurrender 
them into the Hands of the Magiftrate, and in one Caſe particularly, wherein above 


all others, it concerns us to preſerve them; and that is, when we put our ſelves upon 


Tryal for Life and Death; for if there be any Law ef Nature ſuperior to the reft, 
tis that of Self-preſervation” —- © ae, 1 | 

Yet when Men have once ſubjected themſelves to ſuch Laws as puniſh certain 
Crimes with Death, they ought when they are found Guilty -of thoſe Crimes, to 
ſuffer Death without Reſiſtance, which yet, as far as they can reſift, they. ought not, 
if all human Conftitutions muſt yield to the Original Law of Nature. | 

11. I ſpeak this upon ſuppoſition, that the People could transfer the Power of 
Life and Death into the Hands of the Magiſtrate, and that a Power which they have 
not themſetves might be ſaid to be transfer d: But as this implies a direct repugnan- 
cy in the Nature of the Thing, tis an undeniable Argument, and which no tole- 
rable Anſwer has or can be given to, that the Magiſtrate derives his Authori 
immediately from God, in whoſe Hands alone are the Iſſues of Life. N 
12. But let it be granted for once, that the Law of Nature renders all ſuch 
human Compacts as are prejudicial to our Natural Rights, null and void. Pray 
what would be the Conſequence: of this wild Suppoſition-? In a State of Nature 
every Man has a common Right to the Ground he treads on, and the Fruits of 
the Earth, and indeed to every thing neceſſary or convenient for him, that he 
can firſt lay his Hands on. Upon this Hypotheſis twould be convenient to prevent 
any Dammiſge your Shop Doors or Windows may ſuſtain, to lcave them open all 
Night; and that my Lord Mayor, when he goes to Dinner, ſhould keep a good 
Guard before his Houſe: -Why ſhould he eat better than other People? Nature has 
put Mankind upon a level, and her Laws are ſacred and inviolable ! 
13. Now to take à ſhort Review of what has been ſaid. If the execution ” 
| B 2 | „ the 
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the Law be ſingly in the Crown; if neither the Law of the State, nor of Nati- 
ons, nor of Nature, as we have ſhewn, can juſtify Refiſtance, by what other un- 
knowh Law or Authority can it be juftify'd ? Will he ſay, that the Canon Law, 
which authoriſes Midwives, in Caſes of Neceſſity, to baptiſe, will in the ſame Caſes 
authoriſe Subjects to reſiſt? mee. 5 3 Fo 47 Att atens] 

14. But if jt be not-lawful in ſome Caſes. to reſiſt, may it not be very expe- 
dient? I queſtion, Sir, even that, and ſhall give you my Reaſons why I do ſo; 
only be pleaſed to take this along with you, that when I argue upon tbeſe Princi- 
ples, I do not defire to be anſwerable for the Conſequences- of them. | 

15. The Execution ef the Law is ſingly in the Crown. Now let us ſuppoſe the worft 
on't, and what tis to be hop*d will never happen again, that a Prince hereafter 
ſhould fit upon the Throne, who may be miſled by ill Councils, or his own affecta- 
tion of Arbitrary Power, to put ſeveral Perſons under. Legal Incapacities into Em- 
ployments, the Conſequence of this would be bad enough; for all their Proceed- 
ings we are told, would be ſo many Nullities. But yet if the Execution of the 
Law be ſingly in the Crown, the Conſequences in caſe of Tyranny would, upon 
his Principles, be much worſe z For a Tyrant as he attempts to prove by more 
Arguments than one, in the Sequel actually deſtroys. the relation between the 
People and himſelf; he is no longer their Governour, nor has any Right to 
execute the Law. So that inftead of a Magiſtrate, here and there acting under 
a Legal Incapacity, the whole Courſe of the Law and Juftice is ftop'd, and not 
a Man in the Kingdom has a Legal Method of redreſſing the Wrongs done him, 
or recovering bis Right, till the Tyrant be depos d; but -who knows bow long it 
might be firſt ? | NV | 8 

At this rate, ſe long as the Tyrant is able to maintain himſelf on the Throne, 
every Man may lawfully do that, which is right in bis own Eyes; for where there 
is no Law there is ne Tranſgreſſion. A very, noble Speculation and well agreeing with 
the Notions and the Inclinations of thoſe who deſire to begin a Scramble, and are 

ſtronger than their Neigbbours. But the Revenues of the Church would be very 
ill paid upon this Scheme, and *twould concern thoſe who Travel between Salisbury 
and London to take care of/themſel ya...“ 
106. Tis better to ſuffer great Inconveniences from a Tyrannical Prince, and 
leave the Redreſs of them to the good Providence of God, than. that a. Nation 
ſhould convert into a Commonwealth of . Free-booters, A State of Nature is cer- 
tainly more to be dreaded than the worſt Government of the worſt of Princes. 

For though it might poſſibly happen, that the Concurrence of the People in or- 
der to Dethrone a Tyrant, might be almaſt Univerſal, yet tis probable he might 
have gain'd no ſmall Party over to his Intereſts z and *twill- not be very eaſy to 
prove, that thoſe who do not concur have not a Right (if they have but Strength 
to ſupport it) to oppoſe thole that do. q EIT: n 

And upon this account *tis to be wiſh'd we may never want an Heir to fit upon 
the Throne of England; if we do not, we are ſafe from all theſe Confequences I 
have mention'd,as flowing from this unwarrantable Hypotheſis; for the very Moment 
the Prince dies, either in his Naturalor Civil Capacity, the Heir mounts the Throne. 

17. And give me leave to obſerve farther, this Conſideration entangles the Po- 
ctrine of Reſiſtance, as taught among us, ſtill with more inſuperable Difficulties: 
for admitting, that in EleQive Kingdoms, which the very mentioning the Name of 
Poland gives one ſo frightful an Idea of; but admitting, I fay, that in ſuch King- 
doms the People have a Power to make War upon the Prince, to coerce him, and 
turn him out of the Government, in caſe of Male-adminiftration, yet in Heredi- 
tary Kingdoms to take up Arms to this end, is properly Treaſon and Rebellion 4. 
gainſt the ſucceeding Prince, to whom the Right of Inheritance belongs 2 Tis 
not lerying War againſt the Tyrant, who. is here ſuppoſed to bave forkcited, and 
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therefore is at the beft no more than a nominal Prince; 'a Prince and no Prince: 
but tis in the Nature of a Riot, and may be puniſh'd as ſuch by the ſucceeding 
Prince, whoſe Elevation to the Throne the Tyrant's Forfeiture made way to, and 
who, if we may believe him, in what I am direQly proceeding to, forfeited the 
very Moment he became a Tyrant. 407 2918 | Set 3» 
Theſe, Si, are ſome of the immediate Conſequences of this modern Theory in re- 

lation to Government and the Meaſures of Civil Obedience; and I take it, if I have 
deduc'd them right, it will follow, that Reliftance. as preach'd and taught by the 
Author of theſe Sermons, is ſo far from being lawful, that it is not to be examin'd 

even by the common Rules of Expediency. | 
We muſt turn over to the following Page for his next Reaſon, p. 10. 

- 18. „ In all Relations where the Foundation is taken away, the Relation and the 
“ Obligation ariſing out of it are deftroy'd; the Relation of Children to a Parent 
<< ariſes out of his conveying Being to them; but if he goes to defiroy that Being, 
te they are acquitted when they defend themſelves. | 

19. But it does not therefore follow that the Relation of Children to Parents, 
and the Obligations ariſing out of it are deſtroyed. The Father is certainly a 
Father white the Son liveth z the Death indeed of the Son, whether the Father 
procure it or not, deſtroys the Relation, though perhaps not all the Obligations 
which ariſe out of it: For the Father, I ſuppoſe, is oblig'd- fo far as comports 
with his Quality or Condition, to ſee his Son decently interr'd; but his going to 
deftroy his Son, does not, to my apprehenſion, actually render him no Father; if 
it did, no Son whoſe Life the Father has attempted, could after that have any 
Right to be maintain'd by ſuch a Father: For why ſhould a Man maintain a Child 
that is none of his own 2 = {4 a: Jonet 3 e e 

"Nay, twould be no difficult matter to prove from this Argument, that it may 
be lawfal for a Man to marry his own Daughter, if ſuch a Man can be found as 
ever attempted the Life of his Daughter; for ſuch an Attempt deſtroying the Re- 
lation between them, ſhe is no more to him than another Woman. Which puts 
me in mind of a Saying among the Jewiſh Rabbies , from whom probably this 
Argument has been borrow'd, © He that hath married a Wife too near akin to him, if 
«© gef turn Proſelyte to the Jews; and receive their Baptiſm, is no longer near of 
«© Kin to the Woman, and fo may now lawfully live with her. But neither, as I 
take it, is the Relation or the Duty of the Child vacated, though the Father has 
ſought to take away his Life. *Tis true, the Child has a Right to defend himſelf 


from any ſuch Violence, yet he ought to keep as much as poſſible upon the De- 


fenfive ; If he get the better of his Father he may. proceed ſo far as to tie his 


Hands. But will any ſay, that after this he ought to turn him out of Doors to 


ſtarve, or to be torn in pieces by the Mob? 
20. My L— of 8. — is not the only learned Prelate who has made uſe of 


the Right which a Son has to reſiſt a Father that ſeeks his Life, to prove the 


Lawfulneſs of reſiſting the Prince in caſe of unjuſt Force; it ſeems to be the Der- 
nier reſort of his Lordſhip of 0—4, yet there is nothing, with Submiſſion, in it? 
my Reaſon is this; though in my political Capacity I may, and have tied up my 
Hands from reſiſting the Sovereign, by putting the ſole Power of the Sword into 
his Hands, out of a due regard to the publick Good, which is ſuperior to all other 
regards, yet in my private Capacity I am under no ſuch Reſtraint; neither are 
© there the ſame weighty and important Reaſons why I ſhould, There cannot then 
be the ſame Reaſon for arguing from one Caſe to the other. 


21. That which renders this way of Reaſoning on this Point ſo intricate and perplex'd,. 
is not diftinguiſhing between actually deſtroying a Relation and going about to de- 
ſtroy it. Tho' indeed had not theſe Terms been confounded, but we bad been plainly 
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told, chat in caſe the Pather actually deſtroys that Being he gave his Children, they 
are acquitted if they defend themſelves; this would have ſounded a little harſh. 

22. But to proceed to what follows. The Rights of our Princes ariſing out 
« of our Legiſlature, the ſetting that aſide deftroys the Foundation even of the 
4 Prince's Authority, and ſo releaſes the Subject. | 

23. Taking this Principle for granted, that the Rights of our Princes ariſe out 
of the Legiflature, there is an unlucky Conſequence or two that follow from it, 
which I cannot expect to be thank d for obſerving. | 

The Eſſence of our Conſtitution lies in this, as we have been already told, that 
the Legiſlature is in the King, with the two Houſes of Parliament. Now if the 

Rights of our Princes ariſe out of our Legiſlature, and the Eſſence of our Confti- 
tution lie in this, That the Legiſlature is in the King with the two Houſes of Par- 
liament, tis as clear as Demonſtration that no Prince can have any Legal Right to 
the Government, but what is confirmed by the King and the two Houſes of Parliament: 
For if you deftroy any thing in an Eſſential part of it, you deftroy it wholly, as I 
: ſhall have occaſion to ſhew more particularly upon the Head of Lay-Baptiſm. 
What now will become of our renown'd Henry's of. the Houſe of Lancaſter? I 
am afraid according to this Doctrine, their Legal Right to the Crown or the Go- 
. vernment, will not eaſily. be made out! And if they had no Legal Right to govern, 
there could be no Execution of the Law during their Government. So that all 
the Judges, and Sheriffs, and Magiftrates during thoſe Reigns, were no better 
than ſo many Men of Straw, and all their Proceedings ſo many  Nullities. Could 
. thoſe Princes have any Right to the Government from the Legiſlature, as thus un- 
derſtood and defin'd? what Right had they then? | 

24. But not to purſue this Point any farther, I ſhall only obſerve, - that if the 

Rights of our Princes ariſe out of our Legiſlature, if the Legiſlature be in the 
King and the two Heuſes of Parliament, and this be the thing wherein the Eſſence 
af our Conftitution lies, then there is an end of our Conſtitution, in this way of 1 
Reaſoning, to thoſe who ſet up a. Parliamentary in oppoſition to an Hereditary K 
Right. This is ſomething more than going to the Root of our Oonſtitution, tis 
ſubverting it to all Intents and Purpoſes ; tis deſtroy ing the very Eſſence of it, and 

a total Annihilation of it. Theſe are ſome of the Cenſequences which naturally 

flow from the Idea which is here given us of our Conſtitution, let us now ſee what 
was delign'd to be inferr'd, wy | | 1 1 

25. The Rights of our Princes ariſing out of our Legiſlature, the ſetting that 

4 — 0 the Foundation even of the Prince's Authority, and ſo releaſes the 
* Subje 5 3 5 ä | | 

26. That I may diſcover-the force of this Argument, I ſhall put a Caſe with all poſ- 

 fible Advantage, and upon the Grounds laid down in the Words immediately before. 

The Son. receives his Being from the Father, does it therefore follow, that if the 
Eather die the Son cannot ſurvive him; or that even if the Son ſhould ſo far for- 
get all the ties of Nature and Humanity, as to put a Period to his Father's Lifa, 

he muſt at the ſame time put a Period to his own. Again, the Right a Child has 
to his Father's Eſtate is founded in the Relation he has to his Father; when his Fa- 
ther dies the Relation as we are told is deſtroyed; he has therefore no Right to his 
Father's Eftate, But will the Learned in the Law give this under their Hands ? 
Nay, ſuppoſe the Son be the Inftrument of his Father's Death, yet even his Parri- 
cide does not vacate his Right, he ſhall enjoy his Paternal Eſtate while he lives, 
and I concelve, if he die for his Offence, his Heirs after him in his Right. 

The Foundation of. Marriage is a Contra between the Parties, of mutual 
Love and Fidelity, but in caſe this Contract be not obſerv'd as it ought, is the 
Marriage, ipſo Fafo, null, or are the Parties thereupon releaſed ? I would deſire no 
better Buſineſs than to be able to prove this. The Prince is married to the 1 7 

| ee eas ts 7 78 i but 
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but proves unfaithful to his Spouſe, ſo unfaithful that he refuſes her all Conjugal 
Rights, and even perhaps conſpires her Deſtruction; here the original Contract we are 
ſs often told of, and which we will ſuppoſe, was the Foundation of the Marriage, is 
broke, but ſtill the State is not ſui juris: Before ſhe be releaſed; ſhe ought how- 
ever to ſue out a Bill of Divorce; but in what Court ſhall ſhe ſue ? | 
27. But if I may be ſo bold to approach a little nearer, the Rights of the 
Subject ariſe. out of the Legiſlature as well as the Rights of the Prince. Now 
ſuppoſe the Subject ſhould aſſume the whole Right of the Legiſlature, excluſive of 
the Prince, by the ſame Reaſon there is an end of all the Rights of the Subject) 
_ . will this be admitted a Conſequence which there is no avoiding ? 

228. After all, it does not follow that the Prince by endeavouring to deſtroy all 
future Rights of the Legiſlatftre, deſtroys the Rights of that Original Legiſlative 
Authority, which ſet the Crown on his Head, except it were then ftipulated, that 
in Caſe of Male-Adminiftration he ſhould incur the Forfeiture of his Crown, that Ori- 
ginal Grant or Authority by which he holds it, is ſtill valid and ſtands good: but where 
is there any ſuch Stipulation or Condition? Let it be produc'd and there is an end of 

this Controverſy. 

29. Now follows a New Medium for the proof of this Doctrine, © If it be lawful to A 

« defend our ſelves againſt an Uſurper, which none deny (for the Higher Powers ( 
«which may not be reſiſted, are only the Legal not the uſurping Powers) then a 
«. Prince who aſſumes a Power he has not over the Legiſlature, by that very Preten- 
„ fjon he makes himſelf an Uſurper. | 

30. That an Uſurper in a proper Senſe may be reſiſted no body will deny; yet that 
in caſe of Conqueſt or a thorough Settlement, he may not be reſiſted is what we have 
heard a great many affirm. . But there is. ſcarce any body will affirm,” that an Uſurper 
ought: to be reſiſted in the large, and improper, and new Notion of an Uſurper, 
upon which this Argument is form'd; * a ſign reaſoning is at a low Ebb u hen it 
turns upon Equivoking and a Gingle of Words. 

31. An Uſurper in the Senſe of this Author, is one who invades any Right of the Le- 
-giſlature, or as it,will appear. from what follows, any other Right of the Subject; tis no - 
matter whet Right be invades he of greater or leſs importance, he is ftiti 

an.Uſurper and may be reſiſted. At this rate there have not been many Princes in the 
World but what were Uſurpers. We have heard our Royal Martyr condemn'd for 
ſome Eprors of this kind in his Governmentz he was therefore an Uſurper, and *twas 
lawful to reſiſt him, Would. you have a better Argument to juſtifie the Rebelliog 
_ againſt him? Tis certain, in the Opinion of a learned Prelate, that ſhall be nameleſs, 
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be aflum'd a Power even over the Legiſlature. This was Uſurpation in the bigbeſt 
Senſe; will you call thoſe Rebels that took up Arms to oppoſe it? 4 
32. He makes no farther uſe of the Words of St. Paul than to tell us, that he wil q 

nat enter into an examination of tbem. The reaſon whereof I will own is more evi- 9 
dent of the two, than that he had our Royal Martyr in his Thoughts in the foregoing 5 
Paragraph. He only adds as a certain Truth, that the Higher Powers which are or- A 


dain'd of God, are only the lawful Powers, not to be apply'd to Uſurpers: But *tis 
certain beyond diſpute, that the Powers St. Paul preach'd Subjection to, whether he 
wrote under the Reigus of Nero or Claudius, were Uſurpers in his ftrange and unuſual 
Senſe. And tis as certain every Soul. was to be ſubje& to them. Will he ſay that the Go- 
vernment of either of theſe Princes was ſo regular that there was no Invaſion of the 
Rights of the Subject in it; they were then both of them Uſurpers, and might have 
been reſiſted if this Doctrine be true: but the Apoſtle determines otherwiſe 
Alter this tranſient view of Romans 13. he proceeds in his way of reaſoning. 
+ 33+, If the Law creates the Prerogative, ' and the Execution of the Law is only 
the lawful Exerciſe of it, then a Prince who ſuperſedes the Law and acts in defi- 
« -ance. of it, becomes plainly an Uſurꝑper. 5 8 
| | 4 — lh | 34, Here 
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34. Here the Uſurpet comes over again, his Head ſeems full of his new Idea of him. 
When uncommon Notions are advanc'd tis convenient the Memory ſhowld be often 
refreſh'd. But how does the Law create the Prerogative? 1 always thought that the 
Law had rather limited the Prerogative, and that the Prince has an arbitrary and in- 
dependent Authority to do what he pleaſes, where the Law does notcireutnſeribe him. 
This Authority, if I' miſtake not, is what we call the Prerogative.' To ſuy therefore 
the Law creates the Prerogative; ſeems às much as to fay, the natrower'Compaſs a 
Gentleman brings his Park into, the wider he may range in it. 
35. What is here Kid is next iſſuftrated with a Compariſon. © And as two Perſons 
© demanding a Debt, to the one of whom nothing at all is owing, and to another the 
« Tenth part of the Demand is not due, they both gige a Man a right o oppoſe #bem 
« A be can, the one intirely and the other as far as the Demand exceeds hat is due. 
« So where two uſurp, the one having no Right at all, the other aſſuming that to 
* which *fis very certain he has no Right, (4 very nice diſtin#ion) as both are Uſur- 
e pers, ſo the latter ſeems the more Criminal, as breaking a Truft and making uſe of 
« the Authority the Law gives him to the deſtruttion of it. This matter was then 
<« ſo well underſtood that the concurrence was almoſt univerſal. one N 
But when or what matter this long Simile turns upon we are left to Conjecture. 
Ordinary Rules of Writing and Connection are for ordinary and vulgar Writers. 
36. But not to inſiſt on matters foreign to our purpoſe, the plain Engliſh of the 
Paſſage before us is this, That a lawful Prince that acts in any Caſe contrary to Law, 
is worſe than an Uſurper that ſets himſelf above all Laws. For inftance, King Charles 
the Firſt, if it be true that in any one Inſtance he afſum'd a Power that belong'd not 
to him, was an Uſurper in this Senſe 3 perhaps it may be granted that Oliver Cromwe! 
was ſo too. But then tis as clear as this Method of Reafoning can make any thing, 
that the King was the greater Uſurper and the more Criminal of the two. Cromwel 
only aſſum'd what he had no right at 40 t$ the King is ſuppos d to have only aſſum'd 
that to which ti very certain he had no right. Cromwe} upon this Suppoſition did no 
more than take a Truſt upon him, which the King was unfaithfal to. And if it be ſo 
great 4 Crime in a Subjett to put himſelf at the head of the Gove , contrary to 
all Law, and pretence of Right to all the ties of "Conſcience, F and Honour, 
what ſhall we think of an uſurping Prince, that touches the Liberty or Property of 
the Subject with one of his Fingers? Bagg ee ek 
37. Tis farther obſervable from this Paſſage, if it conclude any thing, that if the 
Prince in any Caſe invade the Right of the SubjeR, the Subject has a right to oppoſe 
Him all be can. Here is no exception as to Caſes of the lat Exttemity or an intire 
ſubverſion of our Laws and Liberties: *Tis neceſſary theſe things Thould be ta d of 
for a Blind, and to take off a popular Odium. But Men wil on one occaſion or other 
difcover their true meaning, and what they would be at, eſpecially when they come to 
be pinch'd with croſs Queſtions, or enter into the Detail of the matter. If there be 
any weight in this Argument for Refiftance from the foreſaid Notion of an Uſurper in 
any Caſe of unjuft Force whatever, I dare, Sir, undertake to prove the lawfulneſs 
of Reſiſtance in all ſuch Caſes. r e 147725 "ati 
38. One word, if you pleaſe, with the famous Mr. Hoadley on this occafion 3 he too; 
though he proceed upon a very different Scheme, would be thought to make Excep- 
tions to this Doctrine of Reſiſtance, and to confine it to Caſes of Extremity: But 
tis plain he ought firft to quit his Principles: For if the Prince have no longer a 
Right to his Commiſſion than he is the Minifter of God to the People for Good, then 
he incurs the Forfeiture of it, in every act of Male-adminiftration he is guilty of. 
Tis pretended indeed, but tis a mere pretence, this Forfeiture ſhould” not be chal- 
leng d but only in extraordinary Caſes. The Government is not to be difturb'd on 
every occaſion. But the Prince owes- Mr. Hoadley no thanks for this Conceffion 5 
for if he be not call'd to Account or Depriy*d, tis not out of an Opinion of any Right | 
. X 2 | | 
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he has to the Government or the Character of God's Minifter, for that he has for- 
feited by not keeping to his Commiſhon 3 but becauſe tis not for the good of the 
Community that ſuch frequent Changes ſhould happen in the Goyernment; as would ne- 
ceſſar ily follow upon this Author's Principles, were they conſtantly purſued. 
For 'tis plain this Argument Mr. Headley flouriſhes fo much with, like moſt or al 
of thoſe I have hitherto mention'd, proves too much: It win follow without any long 
deduction from it, that upon any illegal Act the Prince is charg'd with contrary to 
the Nature and End of his Truft, his Crown is forfeited : The People may if they ſee 
Cauſe, for their own Eaſe, ſuffer him to enjoy it a while longer; but they may too, if the 
publick Good require, in order to eſtabliſh a better ſtate of things, demand the forfeiture. 
39. If it ſhould happen then that a weak; tho' otherways a good Prince, ſhould have 
made a falſe Step or two to the prejudice of the State, and at a time when the Cir- 
cumſtances which a Nation is under require a more active and martial Spirit, may it 
not be lawful, pro hac vice, to lay aſide ſuch a Prince in order to make way for the E- 
levation of another, who may better diſcharge his Commithon and anſwer the Ends 
of Government? There is nothing done in this caſe, but what according to Mr. Hoad- 
tey, ariſes from a diſcretionary Claim of Right in the People, founded on the express 
forfeiture of the Prince. | & | 
Thus you ſee how far Mr. Hoadley's Principles lead the People beyond the bounds 
he would appear to preſcribe them. But Men of Parts and of a lively Imagination 
do not always ſee the fartheſt before them. When an Author of this Character is 
once mounted on his Pegaſus, he does not know where, or how far *twill carry him. 
40. But to return to our Sermon, having done with the Reaſons for Reſiſtance, 
we come in the next place to its Authorities. Her Majeſty, who reigns ſo glo- 
„ riouſly openly declar'd for it, and acted in it. K % 10 1 
41. But for, or in what, we are not told; neither is it to be learn'd from any due 
Connection. If the Words are deſign'd to mean the Revolution, twould be a much 
greater preſumption in me than in a Perſon of higher Station, to inquire into the Rea- 
ſons of Her Majeſty's Conduct. Such an one may uſe Freedoms which would not become 
every body; yet this I hope may be ſaid from a moſt profound Veneration for our glo- 
rious Princeſs, withbut Offence, that could I believe ſhe a pprov'd the Doctrine of Re- 
ſiſtance, as taught in this Sermon, which her gracious acceptance of ſo many late and 
loyal Addreſſes evidently prove ſhe does not; her ſingle Authority would be of far 
greater weight with me, and I conceive with every body elſe, than all the weak 
Reaſons here produced for Reſiſtance. | | | IR 
42. The next Authority is that of a Noble Prelate, but what manner of Spirit his 
Lordſhip was of I fhall not preſume to ſay, when he told his Auditory, that this Noble 
Prelate [inerſeded all Canons, and what might otherwiſe ſ:em owing to the decencies of bis Or- 
der. Had the Biſhop or his Auditory any authoritative Juriſdiction over this Noble Pre- 
late, it might have been much more becoming the reſpe& due to his Epiſcopal Chara- 
cter and high Birth, to have told him of theſe Indecencies, if they really were ſo, in a 
more private, I had almoft ſaid decent manner. Are theſe the mild things our Reli- 
gion teaches us? or this the way to allay our Heats and to extinguiſh our Ani moſities, 
to make our Cathedrals, and after wards the whole Kingdom ring of our Reſentments? 
is the Opinion of ſome Perſons that this great and venerable, and truly Epiſcopat 


Prelate, is not here mention'd in ſo reſpecttul a manner, on the Account of any thing he 


did at the Revolution; but becauſe with other Reverend Fathers of our Church, he 
has all along made ſo brave a ſtand againſt ſome looſe Meaſures to the Prejudice of it. 
Only let me add, that this venerable Prelate is charged, after his Death, with what his 

moſt intimate Friends now living neither know nor believe concerning him. 
243. But his L——p's Method of Reaſoning is grown of late very extraordinary. 
Other Perſons when they Appeal to an Authority, ſpeak advantageouſly of it, and ſet 
it in the bet Light they can: His L=—p directs us to an Authority with no 8 
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vifible Defign but to diminiſh and expoſe it, and to ſhew us, that we * not to 
conſider it as an Authority. 

44. We now come to the Buſineſs of King James's Abdication. 

« If that Prince's withdrewing bimſelf had not come; after a Courſe of illegal Go- 
« yernment, which excus'd the Subjects from their Allegiance 3 certainly the with- 
drawing upon the apprehenſion of Danger to his Perſon, could no more be call'd an 
% Abdicetion than King Charles It's going beyond Sea after Worceſter Fight : That 
could never have voided his Right, nor made the Throne vacant, but only becauſe 
u jt ſhew'd a determined Reſolution to perſiſt in that illegal Pretenſion to be above 
« the Law, and to ſet it aſide as oft as it ſtood in his way. 

45. If this be the true Notion of Abdication, then for any thing 1 know to the con · 
trary, King James abdicated the Crown long before he came to it: Tis thought he 
had the ſame Reſolution in the former Reign, if ever he ſhould be able to put it in exe- 
cution. If there be any Impropriety i in ſuppoſing this, twill he hard however to deter- 
mine how long, or how ſhort a time he reign'd before he abdicated. This is certain, 
that if his abdication conſiſted on ly in his Reſolution to govern after an arbitrary man- 
ner, he abdicated long before the Prince's coming over; how then comes his Right 
to be voided, and the Throne vacated at that time, when the Relation between that 
Prince and the People was deſtroyed for at leaſt two or three Years before? So that in- 
Read of the ſeveral Nullities here enumerated under that Reign, *twill be hard to ſay, 
whether the Throne was not vacant from the beginning to the end of it, or whether 
we had for all that. time one Civil or Military Officer in the Kingdom. 

46. We muſt therefore ſeck for ſome other Notion of the Abdication, neither of theſe 
does upon a review of them, appear well grounded; one of them is ſaid to imply a 
kind of Force on King James, and the other is fraught with a thouſand Dine, 
not to ſay Inconfiftencies, if theſe Principles be true. 

Let us ſuppoſe then, that King Jemes out of a juft conſionſneb of the many falſe 
Steps he had made, and of his having alienated the Affections of a brave People from 
him, that had lov'd him intirely, join'd with a high Indignation at the Infidelicy of ſome 
Perſons about him, and a ſober Reflection on the Vanity and Uncertainty of all worldly 
Glory, grew weary of the Cares and Burdens of a Crown which geyer fat eaſj on his 
Head, and ſo was in a diſpoſition: to withdraw and lead a retir'd Life, as a famous 
German Emperor had done before him. Tis no Argument that he was not in this diſ- 
poſition when he went off, that he afterwards pretended a Right to the Crown. My 
L— of S is not the only Perſon that has chang'd his Mind. 

If you ſay this Notion of King James's Abdication is not without its difficulties, tis 
granted. I do not pretend to dictate and call my Notion the on Notion of it; you 
may, if you like it not, proceed upon your own. I go on to What follows. 

47. Thus I have deduc'd the Grounds upon which the Revolution was carried on 
and eftabliſh'd, which muſt be look d on as a continued Ulprpation to this Day, if 
theſe Principles are not true. 

How far ſome Principles I have examin'd are- true, 1 muſt Fo: you to judge; 
but tis a hard Caſe if we be not permitted to think of the Revolution hut exactly in 
the way here preſcribed. I do not know there is any Act ef Parliament which has 
ty'd us up to the Method wherein he deduces the Grounds. of it; or which obliges us 
to look upon the Revolution as a continued Uſurpation to this Day, except we will ad- 
mit the lau fulneſs of Reſiſtance, a Point ſome Perſons have ſo much at Heart, they do 
not care what Diſgrace they bring upon the Revolution, ſo they could but gain it. 

48. But I humbly conceive there i 1s no Neceſſity, when we ſpeak of the Revolution, 
to enter upon this Queſtion concerning Reſiſtance z the Abdication being admitted, all 
things run in a much evener and ſmoother Channel, and may be accounted for without 
any ſuch notorious Breach in the Conſtitution, much leſs without deſtroying the Eſ- 
ſence of-it, which muſt unavoidably have follow'd upon: the foremention'd Principles, 
and if I miftake not, beyond the poſſibility of ContradiRion. Tb 


(n 
49. The Prince of orunge had 2 Right by the Law of Nations, upon thoſe ſtrong and 
A ſufpicions that were given him, fuppofing them as ſtrong and violent as they 
were faid to be, to come over with an arm*d Force, to ſee that nothing were done in 
prejudice of the Right of his Princeſs, and by a near Conſequence of his own. 

Upon his coming over King James abdicated. By the ſame Right he abdicated 
N the Queen, if we may argue in this Caſe 4 Majori, might recede ſo far from her 
Right, cefpecialy by the Conſent of the States) as to take the Prince into a partici- 
patiom of the Throne. *' | 
And theſe great Events I call the Revolution, and do not at preſent deny the Me- 
thods taken in it to have been juſt and reaſonable. But if by the Revolution we muſt 
be oblig'd to underſtand, that the prefent B— of S. was inftrumental and did Wonders 
in it; that he croſꝭ d the Water to and fro in order to promote it! I do not know that 
any ſuch Obligation ariſes out of the Legiſlature. , 

50. © am ſenſible there is one thing very much talk'd of late, im order to black- 
© en the Revolution. Some Perſons that pretend to have a great honour for it, are 
% continually telling us of a young Gentleman on the other ſide the Shore, and giving 
c us broad hints of the proofs of his Legitimacy, and on what j de the diſproof of them lies. 
Theſe very Men, would have laugh'd at you with all your Gravity, had you pre- 
tended to believe any thing of a Prince of Wales, at the Revolution; the moſt ridicu- 
tous, the moſt chymerical, we were then told, of Im poſtures, tho* the proofs relating to 
his Birth were at that time freſh, and more eaſily examin'd. But now for any Perſon, 
be who be mull, to put us on the proof of the Pretender's /legitimacy; is a ſtrong Pre- 
ſumption that he is not really ſo much concern'd for the Honour of the Revolution as 
he would be thought 5 and that whatever Pretences he may make of Zeal for Her Ma- 
jeſty and the Proteſtant” Succeſſion, he is all the while looking another way; there i2 
ſtill ground for the learned Diſtinction, between abjuring and not forgetting, | 
“. And now, Sir, that I have mention'd the Proteftant Succeſſion, give me leave, 
tho” it may be thought a little out of the way, to conſider that popular Queſtion, 
How we reconcile the Notion of Hereditary Right with the Succeſſion of the Illuſtri- 
ous Houſe of Hannover? As formidable as this Objection is thought, there is nothing 

in my apprehonſion more eaſy, than to give a ſatisfactory Anſwer to it. 

For in caſe the Succeſſion be alienated or transfer d by the Authority of the Prince 
with the two Houſes of Parliament, this we ſay is a good and valid Alienatior. A 
Father may for wiſe Reaſons diſinherit his eldeſt Son, and then the ſecond Son has a 
Right, an Hereditary Right, I take it, to his Eſtate. | 

Upon the ſame grounds we affert the Hereditary Right of the Houſe of Hamover $ 
the Princes of the Blood before it were under a Moral, and therefore put under a Le- 
gal Incapacity to ſucceed to the Crown. By the ſame Right a Father may ces an 
Idiot, a Lunatick, or Extravagant from his Eftate. 

Here is nothing done but by a good and ſufficient Warrant, by a full Legi flature, 
ating agreeably to the general Senſe and Reaſon, and practice of Mankind in other 
Caſes, The Prince concurs with the two Houſes of Parliament, in ſettling the Succeſ- 

fion upon that Illuſtrious Houſe; though I humbly conceive, had all the intermediate 
Princes been excluded by Name, or under the general Notion of their being Papiſts, 
the Houſe of Hannover would of Courſe have fucceeded to the Crown by Right of In- 
heritance, though it had not been particularly mention d in the Act of Settlement. 

Where then is the Difficulty of reconciling the Notion of Err Right with 
the Proteſtant Succeſſion ? 

52. But above all, where is the Ground or Pretence for oppoſing Her Majefty's 
Hereditary Right? If She have no Hereditary Right, there is not a Demonſtration 
in Euclid more clear, than that ſhe can have no Right upon the B— of S—'s Princi- 
PS from the Legiſlature. A Right from the Legiſlature is a Right confirn'd by 

King, Lords and Commons. But now if there be any Heir before Her Majeſty, She 
| C 1 can 
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can have no ſuch Confirmation of Her Right, becauſe one Branch af the Legiſlature 
and the principal Branch too, will be wanting to confirm it. So that in truth accor- 
ding to the B—, if Her Majeſty. have no Hereditary Right, She has no Right at all; 
the whole Conſtitution is out of Frame, ox rather Annihilated:; For the Eſſence of our 
Goofieuciog lies in this, that the Legiſlature, is in the King, with the two. Houſes of 
53. The next ſtep is an Attempt to remoye the Charge of Self. contradittion on 
this Article of Reſiſtance; to which he anſwers in general, that he has always been 
of the ſame Perſuaſion in the Matter. But tho' I am very ftrongly inclin'd to believe 
a Perſon of his. Order, upon his bare Aſſeveration, this will not ſatisfy every Body; 
and indeed he ſeems to think ſo himſelf, and therefore direQs us to the Proofs of his 
Conftancy and Unchangeableneſs as to this Point, but without telling us where we may 
find themz and you will obſerve a very particular Reaſon why that was not proper 
to be told. However we meet with them in his Vindication. of the Authority, &c, The 
Reference as to that Page is right, which in matters of this Natnre is no ſmall in- 
ſtance of Ingenuity. een Ch i ER 

54. © It is true in caſe the Magiſtrate be furious, or deſert his Right, or expoſe. 
his Kingdom to the Fury of others; the Laws, and Senſe of all Nations agree, 
te that the States of the Land are to be the Adminiſtrators of Power.—; Here he 
leaves the Matter a little ſhort ; but it follows, in the Book, Til be, that is the Prince, 
recover | bimſelf ; but the inſtance of Nebuchadnezzar, Dan. 4. 26. ſbews, that ſtill the 

Kingd em ſbould be ſure to bim, when be recovers, .  _ "IS 3 
You will conclude from hence, that tis not neceſſary, in his Opinion, for any Per- 
ſon to carcy a Citation farther than may ſeem to make for him. Something of this 
kind has been ſuggeſted in relation to Biſhop Bedel}, but the Charge there ran ſome- 
what higher; for an Auther may make more free with his. own Writings than thoſe 
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of other Men. The next Citation is to the ſame effect. | 
55. „The caſe varies very much, when the Abuſe is ſuch that it tends to a total 
e Subyerſion, which may be catl'd a Phrenzy 3 ſince no Man is capable of it till he 
4% be under ſome Leſion of Mind; in which caſe the Power is to be adminiſtred by 
others for the Prince and his People's ſafety. . But let us obſerye what follows; 
But this will never prove that a Magiſtrate governing by Law, though there be great Errors 
in bis Government, ought to be coerc'd.., But why may. not ſuch a Magiftrate, be re- 
ſifted ? the Reaſon is, that it would open a Door to perpetual Broils, to make every 
Man both a Judge and a Party in his own Caſe. Is not this the very Reaſon we 
urge again Reſiſtance in al Caſes? or can we ſuppoſe any one Caſe, . wherein 
this Reaſon, if it be one, will not hold good; either therefore tis no Reaſon, or 
| ſome Body has not been always of the ſame Perſuaſion in this Matter. How well 
theſe Paſſages have prov'd that he has, will appear if we conſider farther, 

56. That though every Man in the Kingdom may not be a proper Judge, whether 
the King be beſides bimſelf, yet his Phyſicians and the great Men about him may; 
and if he be really diſtracted, or in a Pbrenzy, as is ſuppos'd, tis no Breach, but an 
Argument of their Fidelity to him, to look after him till he be in a way of Recovery- 
But does this argue that the Subjects have therefore a Right to make War upon him, 
to ſer up another in his ſtead ?, No, it proves, as the Profeſſor of Glaſgow was of 
Opinion, the direct contrary. His Phyſicians are to preſctibe him a proper Diet, 
and if they ſee cauſe, to provide him as is uſual. in ſuch Caſes, a dark Room and clean 

traw, or perhaps to let him run for ſome convenient time in the Park; and when they 
have brought him to himſelf, then with Nebuchadne z var, he is to enter again upon the 
Adminiſtration, and the Kingdom. ta be ſure to bim. A Man muſt go à long way a“ 
bout to juſtifie Reſiſtance, or the conſiſtency, of theſe Doctrines in every reſpect from 
nnr, ͤ ͤ r Þ ads c 
57+ Nothing could have happen'd-more unfortunate than theſe two Citations, ja 
| 3 „ ; 7 mo 


| 1 | 
more” contraty to the end of citing them. When one is charg'd with varying his 
Sentiments in relation to the Meaſures of Civil Obedience, *tis hard if he ſhould 
have no other way to free himſelf from this Charge, but by referring his Auditory, 
and afterwards.the whole Kingdom, to two Paſſages which both of them prove it 
tlirectliy upon him. "1+ F 1 1 | 0 hs Had i 
38. For tis as clear as the Light from them, that in caſe the Phrenzy of the Prince” 
break out in an Attempt upon the Liberties of the Nation, he does not thereby de- 
ſtroy the” Relation between himſelf and the People, or forfeit his Title to the Crown ; 
but is only to be put under a Courſe of Phyſick and reſtrain'd from doing Violence to 
himſelf or others till he recover. Tis as clear, I think, on the other hand, that the 
ſame Opinion has not been always maintain'd; that it is not ſo at preſent, that it was 
not ſo at the Revolution, nor for ſome time after. Nate 
59. The Abdication will do us no ſervice in that Caſe according to his Sermon. 
For King James's Abdicating did not conſiſt in his leaving the Kingdom, without any 
Orders for the Government of it in his Abſence, but only in his perſiſting in his ille- 
gal Pretences to be above the Law; that is, there were no Signs when he withdrew- 
himſelf that his Phrengy was abated ; he ſtill continu'd non Compos. . What was to be 
done in this Caſe? why, we are told the Power was to be adminiſter'd by others for 
the Princes and the People's ſafety. The leaſt then one would think they could have 
done, ſince he had elop'd out of the hands of his Phyſicians, 'would have been to 


have ſent them after him; and when by proper Applications he was come to bimſelf, 


the Kingdom, as had been done in a like Caſe to Nebuc badnezzar, might have been re- 
Wer alam, © an n ec Lion! 07 16 Van ei e bn 1b 1 
o. We are reminded, p. 15. of the frequent Promiſes Her Majeſty has made of 
maintaining the Toleration, and the earneſt manner wherein Moderation has been re- 
commended from the Throne. I have nothing to ſay to the Toleration in the Senſe 
wherein tis deſign'd, neither does it become me to examine t he Grounds upon which 


the Government granted it; but if * 0ccafional Conformity happen to ſculk under the 


general Notion of a Toleration I cannot but profeſs my Diſſent from this. 
61, The Name of Moderation is attended with a grateful and lovely Idea! 'tis a 
Vertue and a Chriſtian Vertue; yet the Method taken to prove it a Vertue, with re- 
ſpe& to the Diſſenters, will not do; eſpecially if by the Diſſenters, be meant Occa- 
ſional Conformiſts. The force of the 914, aro lies in this, that we ought to do as 
we would be done by. This Rule of our | 
ward Truth, when we put the Queſtion ts our own Hearts; tis a very true and ſafe - 
Rule in all Cafes of an indifferent Nature, wherein we are Arbitrary and under no an- 
tecedent Obligation: but without this Limitation a Man may argue from it, for a To- 


leration to Papiſts, as well as other Difſenters, and may condemn us for want of Mede- 


ration to them, becauſe there are ſome Laws againſt them, which ſuppoſing our ſelves 
Papiſts, we ſhould wiſh to be repeal'd; Is this to do as we would be dealt by, if we dif- 
fer from whar was eſtabliſb d? Why might not the Queſtion be put in one cale as 
well as the other ? e | 25915 | 
62. Looſe and indeterminate Applications of general Rules, inſtead of directing the 
Conſciences of Men, are many times apt to confound and miſlead them. Before there- 
fore any one expreſs an Amazement, to hear of ſome Complaints in relation to the 
Diſſenters, he ſhould have ſhewn, that the Principles and Practices of the Diſſenters 
are juſtifiable, and ſuch as give us no Reaſon to complain. Every body would then 
agree that our Complaints ſhew want of Moderation, and that the Application of our 
Saviour's Rule had been proper and pertinent. { (22 TY OY ED 
63: But who are they that thus complain? We have a favourable Character of 
them in the next Paragraph, we are told, That there are thoſe who ſtudy to raiſe and 
% keep up Complaints, and who have infus'd a Jealouſy of Detigns againſt the Eſta- 
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4 hear” no mall ſhare of the Lead; a8 if they inſtead of defending the Church were 
«© betraying it. That: this is ſo wicked and groundleſs a Jealouſy,a wiſe Man will not 
< attempt to cure thoſe who are poſſeſsꝰ d with it: and that thoſe whoſe infuſe it moft, 

ee cannot; but know it to be the Contrivance of falſe and black Malice. 

I ſhall add a word or two to theſe ſeveral Particulars : "Tis needleſs to aneh 
whether thoſe who have the Intereſts of Cares _ State moſt a” ence; be _ Fer- 
ſons ſtruck at in them. 10 

64. That there have been Complaints among us of ill Deſigns alas the Church, 
is too evident to be deny'd or diſſembl'd; but tis one thing to raiſe and keep up 
Complaints, and another thing to have juſt Grounds and Reaſon to complain: If thoſe 
that complain do not do it without Cauſe, then the imputation of infuſing Jealouſies 
will lie where ſome Perſons would not have it. But where the true grounds of our 
Complaints are to be charg'd will be conſider d by and by. We are told in general, 

C' twould not have been convenient to have deſcended to particulars) ef thoſe who 
have ventur'd the moſt, and wrote the beſt for the Church. Compariſons are not al- 
ways the moſt courtly. But whether, Sir, was it a greater Venture at a Time of 
the greateſt Danger, for one Doctor to take a trip out of the Kingdom, or for ano- 
ther to ſtay at home, and expoſe himſelf in a faithful diſcharge of his Miniſtry, to 

all the Dangers and Inconveniencies that could threaten him in this World. There are 
Perils, E confeſs, by Water as well as by Land: But we live in ſo happy a Climate, that 
few among us export themſelves, but either in order to Travel or Traffick, except it 
be now and then an Envoy, or an Embaſſador, or perhaps an Expreſs. Whether 
Dr. B—+ went over with any of theſe Characters, I ſhall not preſume to fay ; but in 
the way of Traffick tis uſual to confider not only what Hazard a Man runs, but up- 
on what Views and Expectations he ventures. . 

536. But who are they, Sir, that have wrote the beſt for the Church ? tis a perti- 
nent Queſtion to you, ha do not content your ſelf with the knowledge of Title Pages 
and Editions, but ſpend To great a part of your Time in looking into our beſt Mo- 
dern Authors, and making your ſelf familiar with them. How far you are reſponſible 
to your Fraternity, for exceeding. the Bounds of their e; I maſt leave at to 

them to judge. 27% | 4 

Lou will tell me perhaps the learned Prelate, he has given us au Expeficion of a 
the 39 Articles of our Church, has in that and ſeveral other Books he has publiſh'd, 
done-good Service to the Church, to the Reformation, and to Religion in general. But 
I enly mention the Expeſt ion, not with a deſign to detract from a Performance, which 
is on many Accounts valuable, and recommended, as we are told, by two very great 
Authorities: But to ſhew that there are ſome Notions in it, for which the-Chureh is 
not much indebted to the Author, I ſhall mention but two; The firſt is, his owning | 
and labquring to prove the Validity of Ordination by. mere Presbyters; and if his 
Reaſons, conclude any thing, even by Lay Hands in caſe of Neceſſity; A Concel- 
ſion directly contrary to the Doctrine and Rules of the Catholick Church in all Ages, 
and plainly condemn'd by our own; if the Preface to the Form of Conſecration, Oc. 
which has allo the Ratification of the State, ſpeak the Senſe of our Ghurch. The 
other point, which I ſhall have occaſion to examine more burden . I have 
dene, is his owning the Validity of Lay. Baptiſm. 

No to confine my ſelf to theſe Partieulars; it ſeems a very odd way of Writing 
for the Church, to eſpouſe Doctrines ſhe condemns; and particularly with reſpe& to 
one of them, to call her Condemuation of it in effe& a Conceit, and a wild Concelt . 
Is this the way to prevent, or to keep up and encourage ſcandalous Schiſms againſt her? 

There is another learned Father of our Church, who by his Writings has done great 
Service to it, and at a time of Danger too. He reap'd a Harveſt of Triumphs o'er 4 
celebrated Biſhop of the Romiſh Communion's He has continued bis Services to the 
Church, by tending) ſome very valuable and venerable Pieces of Antiquity of more 
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common Uſe, What amazes all Men is, that a Perſon ſo well acquainted "with the 
Apoſtolical Fathers, ſhould have made his court to the Secular Powers in ſuch a 
manner, and gone into ſuch other meaſures, as ſeem no ways reconcileable to the 
Principles and PraRtice of the Apoftolical Age. But as to the Conduct of the other 
learned Prelate no body wonders at it. 

Yet *tis not my deſign, Sir, to draw Parallels, T am altogether unqualified for fuch 
a Task: there are no doubt a great number of learned and good Men, on both Sides 
of ſome Queftions that are agitated with much Heat among us ; But all that can be 


concluded from hence is, that Learning does not ſecure Men from being willing, nor 


Piety from being liable te be deceiv'd. 

66. But theſe jealouſies are incurable! and a Father of the Church will not lend 
his healing Hand towards the Cure of them, More the Pity. Yet though he will 
not attempt the Care, there ſeems to be no great difficulty in preſcribing. a Method 
that may effect it: What if no farther occaſion ſhould be given to thoſe who enter- 
tain ſuch Jealouſies? What if the Gentlemen of the Low-way ſhould not be ſo liberal 
of their good Graces to the Diſſenters, nor unite with them in Elections to oppoſe 
Men of true Church Principles? What if they ſhould forbear all under-hand Corre- 
ſpondence or private Intercourſe with them, all ſuſpicious and familiar advances to- 
wards them; and on the other hand, go readily into all ſuch Deſigns as are really 
for the Honour and Intereſt of the Church? 

67. Were theſe Rules obſery'd we ſhould find very few who profeſs themſelves Sons 
of the Church of England ſo wicked, as induftriouſly to infuſe Jealouſies of this kind 
out of a falſe and Mack Malice; to ſpeak i in the Language of Moderation. 

68, We come now in the cloſe of this Sexmon to a ſolemn Appeal to God-Almighty, 
that he never heard, or knew of any Deſighs againſt the Church, by that ſort of Men 
who lie under ſuch Suſpicions, but much, much to the contrary. | 

69. *Tis a tender Point this 1 am going to ſpeak to, and though we ought not to 
queſtion the ſincerity of a Father of the Church, declaring himſelf with ſuch Circum- 
ſtances of Solemnity, concerning a Matter of Fact which no body is better able.to 
judge of; yet this may not be ſatisfaftory to all People, ſome may think it might not 


have been improper, before the 'making and publiſhing this Declaration, to have con- 


ſider d two or three ſuch Queſtions as theſe that follow. 


70. Whether admitting Schiſmaticks to Communion, without a ſolemn and open | 


Renunciation of their Schiſm, be not contrary to the Rules and Practice of the Ca- 
tholick Church in all Ages, and the preſent Canons of our own ? 

Whether therefore Occaſtonal Conformity be not a ſcandalous practice, and pre 
dicial to the Rights and Authority of the Church ; and whether thoſe that plead for 2 
it or do not oppoſe it, can be reckon'd the trueſt Friends of the Church ? 

| Whether in caſe Schiſmaticks might be admitted, to Communion; without re- 
nouncing or abjuring their Schiſm ® an Exception ought not however to be made 
to ſock Schiſmaticks as were never lawfully baptiz'd, or N to the Doctrine of 
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to have been capable of Places or Gies in the Government? 

Whether the Clergy have not Conſciences as well as the B and if they 
have, whether as great Tenderneſs ought not to be us d towards them? 

Whether the Epifcopal Clergy in Scotland might not expect the ſame Benefit of a 
Toleration with the Non-Conformiſts in England? and if ſome of thoſe ſort of Men 


have not been well known, who have oppos'd all deſigns of this nature, or.at leaſt have 


not been very forward to ſecond and promote them? To come to mote private 
matters. 2 


Whether 
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if | Whether threatning the Ctergy in caſe they / voted in Elections for | Perſons of 
known Zeal and Affektion to the Church, with Diſgrace and loſs of Favour, ' was not 
= - 1 prejudice to the Church and a diſcouragement to Churchmen to ſlew: themſelyes 
. CAS. 5.74 445 * 22031“, gift to Sire Wine 
Whether flighting and browbeating worthy and learned Men of true Church Prin- 
ciples, and for no other Reaſon; and openly careſſing empty worthleſs Creatures for 
no viſible Merit, but becauſe they came over to the Church with Phanatick and Re- 
_pitblican Principles, be not-a Contempt, and deſign'd ſo, to the Orthodox and Re- 
. gular Clergy ? | | 
Theſe are ſome few of the Queſtions which *tis thought might have been a little 
 conſider'd before an Appeal were made in ſo very awful and ſolemn a manner. 
71. I have done, Sir, with what I had to obſerve to you from the former of theſe 
. Sermons, that on the Fifth of November. If L have been diffuſe in my Remarks, I 
ſhall make you amends, by confining my ſelf, for I do not write in a diſpoſition to 
find Fault, to two Particulars in the following Sermon, on the Thankſgiving Day. 
The firſt of them relates to a Notion, a Conceit, 4 wild Conceit, as it is there 
ter med, among us, that none but the Clergy can validly baptiſe. The ſecond to 
the ſuppoſed Author of this Gonceit. 2 onion ron tao) 
72. As to, the Conceit it ſelf, the Occaſion taken to mention it is very ſurprizing, 
P. 22. We had juſt before had a Catalogue of the dangerous Errors and Corruptions 
in the Church.of Rome, and at the Foot of it are theſe Words, I wiſh none of their Lea- 
ven may be fermenting among us. T his gave occaſion to conſider a corrupt Notion that 
begins to be ſpread among us, and which goes farther, we are told, even than their Vn - 
 charitableneſs., But how is this proved to be a corrupt Notion ? Why, it has been 
condemn'd by the Practice of the Church Rome and theDecrees of thePopes for ſome 
Ages. Tis true, fome other Proofs are offered at, but this ſtands in the Front, and 
e ſeems to have the main ſtreſs of the Caule laid on it. In Popery the Midwives bap- 
tige. Ergo, to ſay that none hut Perſons regularly Ordain'd can validly baptizez is a 
Conceit and a wild Conceit, which could never have enter'd into the Head of any 
Man but Mr. DI, the great Corrupter of our Faith and Church. This is an ex- 
cellent Method to clear the Nation of Popery. Firſt, to condemn, the Corruptions 
"of the Romiſb Church, and then almoſt in the fame Breath, to recommend one of the 
moſt ridiculous,.and abſurd, and corrupt Practices of it. We ſhall not have a Papiſt 
Jeſt in the Kingdom &er long. *Tis much the Council of Florence was not rather 
quoted, wherein it was determin'd by his Holineſs, not only that Chriſtian Lay- 
men, but a Woman, a Heretick, a Pagan, might validly baptize, — much more a 
grave ana judigiows Mianifee, fs aan OE rant dag 165 
73. But to be ſerious as the Nature of ſo great and important a Truth re- 
quires, viz, That none but the Clergy can yalidly baptiſe. I ſhall in appaſit ion to 
the other Reaſons here offer d for the contrary Opinion, eadeayour to make good the 
e een, a ite: Gow 10 
It. That this is the Doctrine of our Church. z2dhy. Of the Catholick Church. 
And 340: that. A unc on che, nen our Saviour gave to his Apoſtles, in 
La " 
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chbſe words,” Cg de therefore and teach all Nations, baptizing them, c. 
74. , This is the otrjne of the Chutch of England; ſhe gives no Permiſſion 
fot Laicks to baptize wien e if ſhe do, let any ſuch Permiſſion be ſhewn, and 

this Point will be gain d; but if ſhe do not, then I am afraid, according to this Ser- 
mon, there will be a very great and noforious defect in her Conſtitution ; as that ſhe 

- has not expreſſed a ſufficient Care and Tenderneſs for poor dying Jofants, where a 
lawful. Minifter canqot he bad; and ſhe'has debar'd the Laity, of a Right, a_ divine 
Right the 'B— of S— and 7— wculd found on Mat. 28, 19, which the People have 

to Nate, The former indeed would limit this Right to Caſes of Neceſſity; — 


—— 
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| wats for extending it farther; upon the whole matter, chore is no ſuch great diffe 
rence between them, but what may be eafily adjuſted among Friends. 

A to what may de objeRted, that the Church has not expreſs'd a ſufficient Care 
ad Teuderneß for dying Infants, where a lawful Miniſter cannot be had; tis an- 
ſwer'd; chat Compaſflon it ſelf is to be ſhewn in the way, end according to the Means 


God has preſerib d; but to be ſure not in a way directiy contrary to the Means he has 


eſcrib'd, and to divine, poſitive Inſtitution. 

575. Indeed fince the poſitive Inſtitutions of God are not Means that work by any 
natural Efficiency, but purely as they are bis Inſtitutions, and are accompany'd for 
that'reaſon with his Benedittion ; to pretend to apply ſuch Means contrary to his In- 
ſtitutions is to apply Arm Nothing that his Grace or Benediction can be expected 
3 Te 

7760 6 "is Glerefors no want'sf due Proviſion or Compaſſion in the Church towards 
dying Infants, that ſhe has not provided for their Baptiſm in ſuch caſes, wherein a 
lawful Minifter cannot be had; and wherein an unlawful Miniſter cannot baptize, 

77. And indeed that the Church bas made no ſuch Proviſion is a very good Argu- 
ment that ſhe did not think it either lawful or neceſſary. There is great reaſon to 
believe fhe- would have made it if it had been practicable; eſpecially when ſhe was con- 


ſidering how far her ſtanding Rules and Orders might be diſpens d with in favour of 


tender and Weak Infants. And yet, Sir, in caſes of great Weakneſs or Danger 
where tis allow'd by. an expreſs Diſpenſation, that ſuch Infants may be baptiz'd at 
* Home, there is no Proviſion made, nor the leaſt intimation given, that Baptiſm may 
be adminifter'd by any other Perſon than a lawful Miniſter; which in honour to the 
Church we ought to believe would have been done, had ſhe look'd upon Ba prifin by 
Laicks to be in any caſe valid. 

78. But'that the Church does not allow the validity of ſuch Baptiſms,appears farther 
from the sin the Office for private Baptiſm; which plainly ſuppoſe, that if 
the Child were not baptiz' d by a lawful Miniftor, as well as in a lawful manner, he 
ought to be baptiz'd again. 
79. Al Perſons have not the Common-Prayer-Book about them, nor think them- 
_ ſelves concern d to know the Rules of our Church, and therefore I ſhall cite the Ru- 
brick immediately following thoſe 'Queſtigns, and lay it before them. 

f "the Miniſters ſhalt 1; by the Anſwers of ſuch. as bring the Child; that all things 
were done as they ought to be (that is, as the Rules of the Church direct by a lawful 
Minifter, and in a 8 manner) eben ſball not the Child be cbriſtned again. Which 
plainly-implies, chat if he were not ſo baptizd, he ought to be chriſtned again. 
Would you have a more evident proof, that Lay-Baptiſm is not, in the judgment 
of the Ghurch, valid? And yet he calls this a Conceit, and a wild Conceit! 

80. 1-own indeed for ſome timo after the Reformation, for things are ſeldom 
brought t all at once, Joes ptiſm by Lay-hands, in caſes of Neceſſity, was 
— by the Church. But as the Church afterwards corretted the Rubrick ( for 
ſhe does not aſſume the Character of | Infallibility) and condemn'd this practice; cer- 
tainly we are to judge of her Senſe in this Matter from her Condemnation, and not 
from what was'done Before it. 

81, Let l now it may be ſald, tis all the Powers Chriſt left unto his Church be- 
ing eminently and inchuſively in her, ae may in very extraordinary Caſes communicate 
any'particula» Power to certain of her Members. If this be true, which I do not 
take upon me here te determine, then the Church lies under no imputation for au- 
thorizing Lay-Baptiſm for a Seaſon,' out of regard to the Neceſſity * the Times; 
tho; aſterwards the: might ee Reaſon to re tołe her Commiſſion. 

Af Vat whether fuch a Commiſſion! may be valid or not, tis now certain in raf, that 
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the Church has revoked it. For the proof of which I ſhall only offer thk farther 
Conſideration, that the Office of Confirmation ſuppoſes all Perſons, to be confirm'd 
to have been baptiz'd according as the Rubrick directs: So that Perſons who are not 
ſo baptiz*d, are not, in the Judgment of the Church, to be confirm'd 3, which as. I 
take it, is no ſmal Argument that the Church looks upon the Baptiſm of ſuch Per- 
ſons as invalid; Not to add, what may be by conſequence. deduc'd from the follow- 
ing Remark, that at the end of this Office tis expreſly provided, that there ſhall be 
none admitted to'the boly Communion until ſuch time as be be c 'd, or be ready and 


deſirous to be confirm'd, | 
82, From whence another Query or two ariſes, which may deſerve to be ſeriouſly 
confidered. | | 


1. Whether any Diſſenter who has got a Commiſfion for a Place; and was never 
lawfully baptiz d, can be admitted to the holy Communion, even tho he ſhould for- 
wally renounce his Schiſm, till he has qualify'd himſelf to receive it, by being firſt 
confirmd ? | | 


2. Whether the' he ſhould expreſs a deſire to be confirm'd,, the Biſhop can con- 
firm him without his being Re-baptized ? 16 „Sa 2865 $117 
| Sacrament to a 
Perſon ſo unqualify'd, ought to incur any Penalty for ſo doing? | | 


3. Whether any Glergyman that ſhould refuſe to adminiſter the 
4. Whether the Act of Toleration is not to be explain d in ſuch a manner (to lay. 


nothing farther of the Canons) as is conſiſtent with the Rubrick, confirm'd by Ad of | 


Parliament? Once more, . 
5. Whether if any part of the Rubrick be repeal'd by that Act, it were not very 
expedient that the Clergy, for avoiding all ſcruple and doubtfulneſs,, ſhould be in- 
form'd what part that is ? 22 9 1 
$3. But to return to the Argument in hand. We are told that the Church at the 


Reſtoration did not entertain the leaſt Motion of this ſort. A Negative is not the moſt. 


eaſy to be prov d, but eſpecially where a poſitive Proof lies againſt it: Tis ſufficient 
to ſhew what the Senſe of the Church was at the Reſtoration in this matter, to pro- 
duce the Rubricks we have mention d, and the Confirmation then given to them. But 
under favour there is another very material Circumſtance, which diſcovers what was the 
Judgment of the Church in this Point at thgReſtoration j and that is, à new Office was 
then provided for the Adminiftration of Baptiſm to thoſe of Riper Years; Which tis 
highly probable was prepar'd not ſo much for the ſake of Proſelytes from among the 
Jews, Mahometans,. or other Infidels, which are ſo rare in theſe Parts of the Chri- 
ftian World ; but for the ſake of thoſe great Numbers, who in the preceding times 
of Confuſion, and every evil Work, had been baptiz'd by Lay-Hands, or came over to 
the Church, from ſuch Sectaries as did not allow of Baptiſm. - . -/';. 1, | 

84. I am next to conſider what the Doctrine of the Catholick Church is in this 


Point. Not that I will pretend to give you an Hiſtorical Account of it through all Ages 


of the Church. But having prov'd that it is the Doctrine of the Church of England, 
that none but the Clergy can validly baptize; if I can ſhew farther, that this was the 
Doctrine of the Church for the Firſt and earlieſt Times of it, then I think I ſhall. 
have made a fair ſtep towards proving it the Doctrine of the Catholick Church. 
But I am glad to find any Diſquiſition of this Nature, as to the Apoſtolical Age 
and for ſome time after, render d unnecefſary.to me; the Date of the new Ine. 
being carried no higher than to ſomewhat above fourteen hundred Years... I ſhall 
therefore only obſerve, that the Validity of Lay-Baptiſm was not in any caſe allowed. 
in the Cyprienick Age. There is no Diſpute as to the Judgment oſ the Eaſtern Church 
in this matter at that time; tis undeniably evident from the Councils of Carthage, 
 Tconium, and others in thoſe days of leſs note. Tis true, their Deciſions met with 
oppoſition in the Veſt: but this is no Argument that they did not proceed upon Ca- 


tholick Principles, Stephey Biſhop of Rewe, who oppov' the Dodtrine of the Biſhop 
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or Certhage and the Eaſtern Church, was no more infallible than his Succeſſors. So 
the Queſtion will lie here, Whether St. Cyprian and his Collegues, ſupported the Do- 


Qrine of the Eaſt with better Arguments and Authorities than their Adverſaries. If 


they did, as will appear to any Perſon that impartially examines them, then that Fa- 
ther was ſtill the Catholick Biſhop, and this which I am aſſerting, the Catholick 
D octrine. ; | 4 | \ E VI F a a 1 4 U | ” " 12 4 

Let tis probable that this new Doctrine, if we ſpeak of the general acceptation of 
it, is even of a later origin than is here ſuppoſed. | In the Year 325 the Council of 


Nice ordain'd (Can. 19.) that the Paulianiſts, who were reconcil'd to the Church, 


ſhould be Re-baptiz'd : the Council of Laodicea determin'd the ſame about 35 Years 
after, concerning the Montaniſts, Theſe indeed were Hereticks, but his , I 
preſume, will not ſay that their Hereſy made any alteration in the Caſe, or that none 
of the Difſenters among us are tainted with Hereſ. Innpg 2: 
85. So that here ſeems to be a miſtake in the Calculation, when we are told that 
the Conceit concerning the Validity of Lay-Baptiſm, has been the conftant Senſe of 
the Church for above fourteen handred Years. Theſe two Councils cut off at leafi 
ſome part of the time from the Top, and our own Church almoſt a whole Century 
from the foot of his Account. I thought we had been to have taken the Standard of 
our Doctrine from the Primitive and Pureſt Ages of the Church, and the three firſt 
Centuries. In other caſes we appeal to Primitive Chriftianity ; why muſt we depart 
from it in this ? So long as we can ſhew, that Lay-Baptiſm has been condemn'd as un- 
lawful and invalid by the Church in its greateſt Purity and Simplicity, and by our 
own at preſent ; tho" we cannot deduce the ſame Doctrine in a Hiftorical manner 


through all the Ages of the Church, or the later times of Popery, wherein Midwives 


have been allow'd to baptize, yet we have ſufficient grounds to call and believe it a 
Catholick Doctrine; eſpecially if we confider in the | | 
86. 34 place, that tis founded on the Commiſſion our Lord gave his Apoſtles, 
Mat. 28. 19. Go ye therefore and teach all Nations, baptizing them, &c. | 
Either this Commiſſion was given to the Apoftles as Paſtors of the Church, or as 


Chriſtians at large. If it were only a general Commiſſion, and all Chriſtians may bap- 


tize by vertue of it, we muſt quit one of the cleareft, and moſt full, and univerſally 
acknowledg'd Proofs of that diſtin and ſucceſſive Order of Men, Chriſt has appoint- 
ed to miniftter in things pertaining to God; which the Author of the Rights will no 
doubt be very well pleas d to hear of, tho the World till hopes better things of a 
Father of our Church. | bt, o 70 | 
Aud yet ſome words are let fall in this Sermon, which import, as if this Commiſſi- 
on was given in common to all Chriſtians; for ſo we are taught, that it is a juſt part 
of the Order of our Church, that none but - Perſons initiated into holy Functions, 
— ould baptize and preach. - So that if I have any clear Idea of the meaning of theſe 
words, the ſpecial Authority which we of the Miniſtry have to baptize, is a mere Ri- 
tual Matter, appropriated upon Reaſons of Prudence and Decency to our Order, tho 
at firſt the Commiſſion was given by our Saviour to all Chriſtians in general. 
_ 37. But how is this made out? Why, Teaching is join'd with Baptizing in the Com- 
miſhon ;; and if every Chriftian has a Right in caſe of Neceſſity to teach and inſtruct 
another, why not alſo to baptize ? If this Reaſoning be good, I cannot ſee, in caſe 
the Minifter of a Pariſh be diſabled from ſerving his own Cure, by Sickneſs, or any 
other unforeſeen Accident, and a regular Minifter cannot be had to officiate for him, 
why it may not be lawful for the Clerk of the Pariſh, or any graver Perſon in the 


Pie, to ſtep into the Pulpit ? Is it not neceſſary in general that the Sabbath ſhould 
de devoted to the Honour and Glory of God 3 and to this End, that his Worſhip 
ſhould be publickly foleniniz'd,: and Men inſtructed in the Duties they owe to him ? 


This ſeems 
Baptiſm, from Words of our Saviour, 70.00. 75; n 1:08 
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gregation, te read the Prayers, and afterwards, for the Edification of the Peo- 


vr] nel to follow from the Argument thus formed in favour of Lay- - 
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But becauſeit is not ſo dlrectiy ſaid, That theſe Words of our, Saviour were ſpoken in 
common to all Chriftians, but only, as I baveobſerv;d, by: juit conſequence, Lihall not at 
preſent enter into the Detail of this matter, or ſuppoſe there was an Deſign to put us 
upon proving, that the Clark hath not as good a Right to the Prieſthood as the Par ſon. 
38. 1 ſhall therefore, in anſwer to what is bere advanced to prove the Lan fulneſe 
of Lay-Baptiſm, in caſes of Neceſſity, only obſerve to you theſe two things.; Xt 

1. That in every Gommiſſion there are. far the moſt part ſome Inſti utriens in 
common, as well as pechliar te the Party, to u hom it 16, gen. 5 io nov9 21,0 

2. That thoſe Inſtructions which are appropriate and peculiat to him, do formally 

conſtitute his Commiſſion, and cannot be executed by another, but by order of the 
ſame Authority that gave it. M4 | 


89. 1ft. In every Commiſſion there are uſpally. ameInftruftians in common, as well 
as peculiar to the Party to whom it is given: When an: Ambaſſador 4s-orderid. ta 
Hague, to treat with their Higb and Migbtineſſes, on any Affair of Importance, this 
does not hinder but any of her Majeſty's Subjects may repair thither on a lawful Oc- 
caſion. The Liberty of going to the Hague is a common Privilege; but chis is far 
from proving, that every Engliſhmen that goes thither may preſent a Memorial (what- 
ever Exigency happens) in her Majeſty's Names to the States. Tis a way of Argu- 
ing altogether as inconcluſive, that ce admitting it im ported no more than a 
common Duty, being join d in the ſume Commiſſion with Baptizing, tis therefore 
lawful for every Man to baptize, as well as teach in caſe of Meceſſity: But hy 
in caſe of Neceſſity ? If this Commiſion were given by dur, Saviour to all Chriftians 
indifferently, why ſhould it be appropriated, except in ſuch caſes ? If the People have 
a divine Right to baptize, why ſhould it be taken awayrby men Sonſtitution ben 

But toilluftrate this Point a little farther, I be Commiſſanaubich the 48524 
{tb 
in 


a Prieft when he ordains him, is in theſe words, Jake they, 4 bor ity to pregch the. 
of God, and to adminifter abe holy Sacraments. Noxethe Office f Preaching being ! 
common to Deacons, and as is aid originailn tathe Beeple, am which they bave fill 
a right to diſcharge in caſes of Neceſty ; it ſalloxs from hence, that all ſorts pf Feo- 
ple, Men and Wamen, as well as Deacons, Raf, ner. anf Apen pccalion,, lawfully hold 
forth, but even adminifter the „ . auq adminiſtting the 
holy Sacraments being here qa din Commission, ll Rerſens; (ih here be Gene- 
quence in this Argument). that mayihrea ch,. Way ale it aas, conic” 
crate tho Rlements of Breatl and Wiue in che S gerd ment pft he Lords Süper Will 
it be ſaid, that in this reſpect too, Neceſſity is above all Rules $415 1 4a 

90. Beſides, it ought to beifarther-contideridy; that;tho/;T eaghing ingeneral be a 
common Office, yet in the Senſe wherein our Saviour commands. .ApoRt s.t0. 
and Teach, teaching imports a ſuperior and more powenfpl; yay! 

Teach out of a Motive of Humanity or Chamtz, and to Ten ag 


Foundation of this reaſoning, which ye 
would have been deſtroyd ; for accordi 
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Kitutions have no Efficacy in them any farther than his Bleſſing goes along with them - 
92. Were it otherways, or that Neceſhty as is pretended were above all Rules; 
why in caſe Water could not be procur'd, might not Wine or Milk be made uſe of in 
Baptiſm? Or why might not a Man that is Dumb, or uncapable of pronouncing the 
Words of Adminiftration, or even of underftanding them, baptize in a caſe of Neceſſi- 
ty ? What reaſon can any Man give, that the Authority of the Adminiftrator is not 
as Efſential'to:Baptiſnras the Matter or Form? And if the Adminiftrator's Authggity 
but the Clergy can adminiſter it; and conſequently when tis adminiſtered by | 
Hands, tis not only a ſcandalous * — the Inſtitution of God, but a down- 
right folemn- Nullivy. '-. '- F 
93. For there is no ſuch thing; br, at a partial Effence which may be ſubftraRt- 
ed-from the ching tis eſſential to, without deſtroying it wholh. 


The Eſſence of Matter conſiſts in Extenſion, or in its having three Dimenſions; | 


take away one of theſe; Dimenſions, and pray what becomes of the other two; or what 
Idea will you form of Matter? Tis gone, tis annihilated ! A Body, to ſpeak in 
the barbarous Language of the Schools, ar has _ a has neither Latitude 
nor Profundity- Thus again, 

To borrow another — of thew Kemo ” The Eſſence of 
*« gur Conſtitution lies in this, that the Legiſlature is -inithe King, with the two 
« Honſes of Parlia ment. Here are three Powers eſſential to our Conſtitution, take 
away one of them and the Conſtitution is deftroy'd;; tis a Nonentity, a mere Phantom. 


S8o with reſpe to the Adminiſtration of Baptiſmy there are theſe three things eſſen · 


tially-requir'd;; the Auminiſtrator, the Matter, and the Form. The Adminiftrator 
Matter, por the Matter without the Form, nor both of 
them without the Adminiſtra tor. The Adniiniftrator whom Gad has author iz'd and 
commiſſiond to adminiſter, without the concurrence. of all theſe three Eſſentiat parts 


of the Inftitution, Baptiſm is only a more ſolemn piece of nn *is Alperſion, 
. tis throwing Water in the Child's Face, tis no Baptiſm. 


. One word more towards the diſcharge of my Promiſein.retation to the great 
Man, without any other diſtinction, who is here ſo candidly ſtiled the Corrupter of 
ont! Baibhiant Manner? and L have done. Vou have had the Opportunity of ſeing 
and knowing the Valde ef every thing Mr. D—U has publiſh d, and are much better 
able toi judge of his QharaQer. ſeen! him indeed, hut perhaps ſo much earn - 
ing was never ſeen in ſo great Simplicity. But what ate all outu ard Oflentations to 
a Perſon who is & holly taken up with roſearehes into ancient Monuments? He has 
perhaps had a Viſion or two in the Courſe of his Studies 2 tis a wonder, :conſider- 
ing he has been all ſd early and late up at them, that he has had no more: 
thoſe tha tallo themſelwes little Sleep: are apt ſometimes to Slu mbers Detius pardon 
the few'Efeapes of this learned Man for the ſake of his many Excellencies 3 they only 
are able to n 8 een bu great. roy” "who: baue 
arriv'd at it themſelves; E 

95 Thus, Sir, I have gene through my Remarks on theſe ewe Diſcourſes. 101 have in 
any thing exceeded the bound of Reſpect, which I ſet my ſeif in relation to the Aus 
thor's\CharaQer,'I'beg e body's Pardon into whoſe hands theſe Papers may come, 
aud in particular your o For I no your true Church Principles will not calily 
paſs over an Offence of that kind. 


I hope' my poor endedvwöte to alert ſome important Truths, tho* 8 oppoſition to 


great Name, win not be imputed to any Motive of Vanity, but a real Concern, 
8 F have ſor the Truth, and à defire to ſhew | my 4 
ole who have laid any extrabrdimry upon me. This 
Motive on alt the Orraffons of- — and will ere * 2 
I am A N 
Tauoours, G. 


Trefling you in ſo publick a manner. 
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Te prevent any nende Odium chas may be eaſt upon the 'Chureh, PR con- 
demning Lay*Baptiſm as invalid, it may not be improper to jnquire a little 
farther, how far the Charity of the Church may in this caſe e 

Tis objected to us, that by aſſerting the Invalidity of Baptiſm, unleſs it be ad- 

miniſtred by a lawful, that is, as we explain it, an Epiſcopal Miniſter, we exclude a 
great part of the Reformed Churches abroad (I ſpeak” the common Diale&.) and 
many of the Difſenters among us, from the great Privileges of the Chriftian Diſpen- | 
ſation, and look upon them as not much better than Heathens and Infidels. 
But this is putting the Objection a little too far: The viſible Profeſſion which 
thoſe it turns upon, make of the Chriftian Religion, their believing in Jeſus Chriſt, 
and the Evidence many of them give, of their Repentance from Dead Works, do, 
we hope, put them in the ſame Circumſtances with the Primitive Chriftians, who 
defer'd their Baptiſm till towards the laſt and concluding Period of their Lives; out 
of a miftaken Notion, that any mortal (I do not ſpeak it in oppoſition to Venial) 
Sin after Baptiſm, depriv'd them of all the Benefits of it: Yet the Church did not 
look upon ſuch Perſons as in a State of Infidelity, er incapable of the Mercies of 
God, through Chrift Jeſus, in the Goſpel; they inſtruſted them in the Principles 
and Doctrines of Chriftianity ; they-injoin'd them Penance z they admitted them to 
many Acts cf Communion. Thoſe who now profeſs Chriſtianity, and were never 
lawfully baptiz'd, may be confider'd in the ſame Order and Diſpoſition 3 © eſpecially 
fuch of them as are under ati invincible Prejudice, or have not the Means ot ahn- 
ful Miniftry afforded them. 

We are far from limiting the Mercy of God to thoſe who err in che Simplicity of 
their Hearts, and do not offend of malicious Wickedneſi. God may make gracious 
Allowances for the want of his own Inftitutions, where they cannot be diſpenſed in 
the manner he has appointed; in ſuch caſes he will have Mercy and not Sacrifice z cho 
by this Sermon it ſeems as if he will have Sacrifice and not Mercy. Why: elſe is 
ſach Zeal ſhewn for the Lawfulneſs of Lay-Baptiſm, againſt a Rules, Divine and 
Human, in caſe of Neceſſity ; eſpecially when the * abſolute Neceſſity of Baptiſin, 
in order to Salvation, is not aſſerted; The very Error — which Lay-Bapaiin —_ 
firſt. introduc'd, and is till continued. 
No admitting it were true, that Neceſſity is above all Rules in ſome caſes, yet 
this Maxim ought net to hold in fuch a caſe, where there is no Neceſſity for- the 
thing it ſelf, in order to which the Rule is diſpens'd with. Xet it is owned Baptiſm 
x is not neceſſary to Salvation. There i thee ns nene 
diſpenſed with, to put Perſons by Baptiſm, into a ſalvable State. 

This therefore is what we ſay, that as to Perſons who believe, and ye were never 
truly baptiz d, we muſt leave them to the Mercy of God, who knows the 
DefeRts of their. Capacities, the Strength of their Prejudices, and all the unhappy 
Circumſtances of their and no doubt will make merciful Remittances to 
them on all theſe Accounts. ' 

But when we 2 to thoſe who profeſs themſelves the Diſciples of Chriſt, and | 
live and converſe us; we ought not, we dare not, without being guilty of 
their Blood, to uſe. the \poſtle's Expreſſion, but exhort them to be r W 
al all their Houlhold, according to Chrift's own Inſtitution. - 
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And this Method of 'procceding is certainly more charitable, and a much greater 
Argument of true Tenderneſs and Compaſſion towards the Diſſenters, than to incou- 


rage them in any dangerous or damnable Errors, by mean and unworthy Conde - 
ſcentions, how popular ſbever we have known them. 1 5 Sh | 


- 


We do not damn all Perſons that entertain any Errors, which may. be in their 
Conſequences damnable ; we do not invade the Rights and Prerogative of the divine 


Mercy. I have ſhewn, on the other hand, we hope better things even of many who 
were never lawfully Baptiz'd, and things which accompany Salvation.. We hope, but 
tis certainly as far as Hope or Charity can go, that God may upon their Faith and 
Repentance grant them Remiſſion of Sins, without Baptiſm. | 

But at the ſame time we think it our Duty to ſhew Men that they may be much 
in Danger; where their Condition is not altogether deſperate ;- And the Diſſenters a · 
mong us have ftifl greater Reaſon to be apprehenſive of their Danger: as they have 
fo many Opportunities and excellent Means of better Information, as they can have 
no Plea for the Neceſſity of diſpenſing, were it really a good Plea, with God's In- 
Kitution, They may when: they pleaſe, be baptiz'd by a lawful Miniſtry, they and 
their little Ones: And therefore it may well deſerve the Confideration of all our 
SeRtaries more particularly, as they hope to be ſav'd by the ſtanding and ordinary 
means of Salvation, whether the Baptiſm they have receiv'd was really adminiſter'd 
by Perſons whom God had authortmd and commiſſion d to adminiſter it. 

Tis a ſtrange thing ! the Diſſenters in others caſes are full of Doubts and Uncer- 
tainties ; they are perpetually ftarting Difficulties, and putting Queſtions concerning 
things of little or no Moment And this they call tenderneſs of Conſcience. Is it 
not then, I ſay, ſtrange, that in à caſe which Arikes at the very Root of their Chri- 
ſtianity, which renders even their Baptiſm, to ſay the befF of it, much to be ſuſpett- 
ed, they ſhould diſcover no manner of uneaſineſs? = 

In caſes of Conſcience Reaſon and Prudence direct us to chuſe the ſafer Side, and 
which has the greater appearance of Truth and Certainty. Now let it be granted, 
that tis doubtful whether the Diſſenting Minifters in general, are not authoriz d by 
God to baptize; as to all of them, I think, except the Presbyterians, this will not 
ſd much as admit of a doubt: Yet granting it ſhould, tis certain, tis beyond 
= tis confeſs d on a Hands, that Baptiſm by the Hands of an Epiſcopal Mini- 

5 is valid. | | 1 8 

And as to the Presbyterian Miniftry, if the Practice of the Apoſtolical Age, and 
of all ſucceeding Ages for fourteen Centuries, and the Deciſions of the Earlieſt and 
moſt Authentick Councils, be ſufficient to raiſe a Doubt againſt it, then the Vali- 
dity of Baptiſm by thoſe who were Ordain'd by mere Presbyters, is alſo greatly, 
very greatly to be ſuſpected. F183 | 

Why do not the Diſſenters, if they be really of ſuch tender and ſcrupulous Con- 
ſciences, diſcover their Doubts, where there is moſt Reaſon for them, and where an 
Error is of the moſt dangerous and fatal Conſequence to them? 

If what I have aid may be of Uſe to perſuade any Diſſenter, who has not been 
baptiz'd by a lawful Miniſter; to examine, the Grounds upon which he believes his 
Baptiſm valid, and to examine them with that Seriouſneſs and Impartiality which an 
Affair that ſo nearly concerns the eternal Salvation of his Soul requires. This I 
dare be very confident in, he will find more reaſon to doubt of his being baptiz'd ac- 


cording to the Inſtitution of Chrift, than for any other Doubt whatever, upon which 


he ſeparates from the Eftabliſh'd Church. 
What has been ſaid is ſufficient, I hope, to 
concerning Lay-Baptiſm, from the Charge 


Uncharitableneſs. But 1 ſhall add 


this one Conſideration farther, That no Man or Society of Men, is anſwerable for - 
the Conſequences of an Opinion, how harſh or uncharitable ſoever they may appear, 


Provided the Opinion it ſelf be true and well grounded. 


The 


uſtify the Doctrine of the Church 


. 


3 C5) 1 

The Apoſtte dbchres, 7644 lo Hhrm'why are Contentiour uni pbey wf the Na Gol 
as thre atned bop et Wrath, If we preach Damnation;: and the Judgment: of 
isft ' ſuch - Perſohs , except they repent; ' do we therefore 


2 avenging God agai — — 
| damn ay No, tis what our Duty, what Charity requires us to preach ; if they 
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pentance, and to prevent their Damn 
The Reaſon will hold as to any damna 


ation. 
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bun damm chemſelves, they mirif anfwer for t 1 out Deſign is to bring them to Re- 
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ble Exrort 3 if we paſs no Judgment 


Num- 


them but what the Scripture authorizes, we are not anſwerable, becauſe great Num 
bers are carried away l e To ſuppoſe an uncharitableneſs in ſuch-a:Judg- 
ment is to bring the Charge of it againft the, Scriptures, not againſt us who are to 
judge by the Rules of them. If Men will obftinately'perfiſt im any damnabie Error 
we cannot help it, they are the Inſtruments of their o¼m n Damnation; all we can do 
in the caſe, is t6 uſe out charitable Endes vours to bring them to the acknowledgement 
of the Truth, that they _ fb app a And if -we muft de car d Unchacitable for 
this, what ſhall we call Charity? 7 „ 
The Queſtion therefore is not, what Perſons, or what Number of Perſons ftand 
condemn d by the Judgment of the Church, in the Point we hase been confidering, 
but whether this Judgident be well founded ? Whether it be agreeable as I hape U 
have ſhe wn it is, to Scripture, and Primitive Chyiftianicy ?- ' anlage do ang. 
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